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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, Competltbe market Tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllh/ to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DlV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlo3 to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your h e .  

Slncerely, 

Patrlck Murphy 
1704 cnlg's store Road 
Atton, VA 22920 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mkhael Powell. 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that 9uch a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV. 

A robust, competitlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-recsptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receben 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devhes that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology lor dlgital televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Andrew Patton 
2435 Cambewell Ct 
Des Peres, MO 63131 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Hogan 
2 6 3  Washington St. 
San J o s e .  CA 95112 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 6 5 0 5 2  PM. 10/11/03 5413023099 . 

October 1 I ,  2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communications Commispion 
445 12th Sfxeec NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I om writin6 to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brondcast flng" technology for digihd tclevlion. AB a consnmer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, oonsumer rightw. and the ultimate adoption of D N .  

A robusc competitive market for Consumer eleckodcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Mowing 
movie ltudios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will enable the smdios to tell technologimtl what new productw they can 
create. This will result in productw that don't necessarily reflect what consumers U e  me actually wan< and it could resuit in me being 
charged more money for inferior hctionniity. 

If the FCC issue# n broadcnst flag mandste, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my lights at the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digitd television. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Amber Thompson 
7 stone St 
Lancaetcr, NH 03584 
USA 



Page 1 of I 6:51:46 PM, 10/11/03 5413023099 

October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flq" technology for dgital 
televrrion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such 1 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me achlally want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le55 likcly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

A C  
14106 Cody st. 
Overland Park KS 66221 
USA 
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Chairman Wchael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not.pay more for devices that limit my rights a t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d ~ g ~ t l l  television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Craig Corbin 
1302 W Cortez Ct 
Chandler, A 2  85224 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

David Whitten 
8014 West Woodway Drive, 61047 
Waco. TX 76712 
USA 
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October I1,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Poweil 
Faded  Communicationo Commiooion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am d t h g  to voiee my oppooition to my FCC-mandated adoption of"broadcaot flsg* technology for digital television. As a Consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

Arobuoc competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufwwem' ability to innovate for their customen. Allowing 
movie uhldios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the ohldios to tell technologisto whst new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necensdy reflect what connumen like me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC ioouei s broadcaot flng mandste, 1 would actually be less likely to malic an investment in DTV.capeble receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the beheot of Hollywood. Plesle do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital televinion. Thank you for your t h e .  

sincerely, 

Daniel Silva 
480 Parker St Rear, Apt 106 
Booton, MA 021 15 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchasl K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mkhael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of"br0adcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poilcy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DTV 

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllNy to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ?or dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your time. 

Slncerely, 

Jonathon Isaac Swldenkl 
3725 Sutherland Dr 
Delta Slgma Delta 202-1 
Pmsburgh, PA 15213 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for dlgltal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Thomas Connelly 
414 Midland Ave. 06 
Garfield, NJ 0 7 0 2 6  
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrlclng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgka televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglbl televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slncerely, 

Thomas Hlll 
1441 MIdvale Avenue, #I10 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michnei Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to amy FCC-mandsted adoption of "broadcsst flag" technology for digital television. Al a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strondy thst such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimste adoption of DTV. 

A robuvt, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactmen' ability to innovste for their customen. AUovhg 
movie rhldios to veto feshvea of DTV-reception equipment will enable the dudioi to tell technologists what new producta they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumen like me acludy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior fhctiondty.  

If the FCC issues a brosdcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mnke an investment in DTV-capable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my ri&U at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcslt flsg 
technology for digitel television. Tha&you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Claude Smith 
2410 Welcome Lane 
Jschonville, FL 32216 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchnel K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mkhael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competlttde market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonal~. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetders 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Rob Jones 
7571 Benson Ave 
Douglasvllle. GA 30234 
USA 
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October 11. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

James Tomlinson 
3 0 4 9  Hazelton Street 
Falls Church, VA 2 2 0 4 4  
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telmsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Dale Bourne 
106 Coney Island Rd. 
Elizabethton, TN 37643 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumec electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
thcir customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. Th i s  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not.piy more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

David Stwens 
2601 W Manor PI 
#521 
Seattle, WA 98199 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I MI Writkg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brosdcsst flsg" technology for digital television. Ae a c o n m e r  
and c i h n ,  I feel strongly thst such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer righte, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive morket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufmcturers' nbility to innovate for their customers. nU0wing 
movie studios to veto features of DTY.reception equipment will ensble the studios to tell technologists what new producb they C M  

creste. This will result in producte thst don't necessarily reflect what consumen like me actually want, and it could result in me behS 
charged more money for inferior hctionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcad flsg mandate, I would actually be less liLely to maLe M investment in DTV-capsble recciverm and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my righte at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digiral television. T h d  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Bames 
3305 Shwh Drive 
San Mateo, CA 94403 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chainnan Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstionn Commission 
443 12th Sweet, N W  
Weshington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

1 ~m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. A, a consumer 
and c i h n .  I feel swongly thst such a policy would be bsd for imovation, consumer rights, and the ultimste sdoption of DTV 

A robunt, competitive mnrket for consumer electxodcs must be rooted in manufncmen' sbility to innovate for their cumtomen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto fealures of DN-reoeption equipment will ensble the itudios to tell technologisti what new products they can 
creste. This will result in products that don't nece i sdy  reflect what connumen l k e  me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issue# a brosdcait flag mandate, I would actually be less lkely to mnke an investment in DN.capsblc receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay mare for devices that h i t  my right# at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste brosdcslt flng 
technology for digital television. ThanL- you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Tor P e r h s  
220 Cleveland Ave. 
Mill Vdey,  CA 94941 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

ChaLmnn Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communicntions Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Waihington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am miting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. Al a consumer 
and citizen. I feel strongly thst such s policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the ulthste sdoption of D N .  

A mbuvf competitive market for coniumer eleCbOdCB must be rooted in mnnufncturrn' ability to innovnte for their oustomen. AUoWing 
movie studio# to veto feshlres of DN-reception equipment will enable the 8iudion to tell technologints what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect what consumero like me scludy want, and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for inferior fnnctionnlity. 

lfthe FCC imues a broadcsst flag mandate, I would scludy be less liLely to m&e nn investment in DTV-capsble receivern and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices thst h i t  my lights st  the behest of Hollywood. Plesse do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

Psul Nebehg 
7701 Thberlin Park Blvd 
Unit 421 
Jachonville. FL 32256 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovnte for 
their customeer. Allowing movie studios to veto fedurer of DTV-reception equipment will enable the 5tUdiOS to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't neccrrarily reflect 
whit consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Regina Cappelletti 
46000 Gedder Road 
Canton, MI 48188 
USA 
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October 1 I ,  2003 

Chninnan Miohael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Wamhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I rn m i h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. Aa a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bsd for hovation, consumer rights, and the ulthste adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer elech.onics must be rooted in manufschuen' sbility to h o v a t e  for their customen. Allowing 
movie studion to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the itudioi to tell technologisti what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessdy reflect what comumen like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior Punctionality. 

If the FCC issue# a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lesi likely to make an inveitment in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my righu at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate bmsdcnat flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

David Moore 
69 Harbor Avenue Unit 8 3  
Bridgeport, CT 06605 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

C h h n n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicationi Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Wsmhington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I am vn'iCing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mnndatcd adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. PU a conllumer 
and citizen, I feel sfxongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer right@. and the u l h a t e  adoption of DIV. 

A robust, competitive market for consmer elechonici must be rooted in manufactwen' ability to innovnte for their customen. dowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studio# to tell tcchnologiitl what new producb they CM 

create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumen liLe me sctualiy want, and it could result in me being 
chaged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would n c h d y  be less likely to make M investment in DW-capsble rcccivcn and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my ri&b at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Zachariah Heyer 
1646 H w a r d  St 
Houiton, TX 77008 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federnl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, MN 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writing to voke my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast nag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, compelitbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Chrls Daft 
4659 Black Ave 
Pleasanton, CA 94566 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chilrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglml televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights. and the utlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologloto 
what new products they can create, Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le33 llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgka televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Paul Westelvelt 
7 Oaklawn Dr 
Metalrle, LA 70005 
USA 


